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EXAMINER'S RESPONSE 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, 
including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this 
application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the 
finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 2-20- 
07 has been entered. In response to applicant's amendment filed 
2-20-07, all the amendments to the specification and claims have 
been entered. The examiner has considered the new presentation 
of claims and applicant's arguments in view of the disclosure 
and the present state of the prior art. And it is the 
examiner's opinion that the claims are unpatentable for the 
reasons set forth in this Office action: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not 
included in this action can be found in a prior Office action. 

3. Claims 1-2, 4-6 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Konno (US006914516B2) in combination 
with Yoshizawa (6,414,586), Carlo (5,449,957) and Iijima (US 
5708307) . 
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Regarding claim 1, Konno teaches an antitheft device for a 
vehicle (Fig. 1, portable transmitter 1 2 and scooter) which is 
propelled by a driving force of an engine, said device 
comprising : 

a first switch (Fig. 1, col. 7, lines 11 -13, lock button 
on portable transmitter 12 to transmit an ID code) adapted to be 
turned on from the outside to send a first prescribed ID code; 

an operation-equipment operation determining part that 
receives said first ID code to generate permission information 
(col. 5, lines 27-53, collation coincidence signal) for 
releasing a limited state of said operation equipment; col. 6, 
lines 62-67, engine can be started upon permission information) 
caused by said operation-equipment limiting part; 

a nonvolatile memory for storing said permission 
information (col. 6, lines 62-67, storage or collation result 
holding means 23 associated with permission information) ; and 

an engine operation limiting part (col. 6, lines 62-67, 
outputting of permission information from holding means 23) that 
permits the operation of said engine in response to said 
permission information, and limits (col. 6, lines 62-67, within 
the short preset time to start the engine) the operation of said 
engine based on an operating state of said engine; 
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wherein said operation-equipment operation . determining part 
stores in advance a second ID code corresponding to said first 
ID code (col. 5, lines 27-53, ID code transmitted 12), collates 
said first ID code with said second ID code (col. 5, lines 27- 
53, second ID or predetermined ID code stored) , and generates 
said permission information (code (col. 5, lines 27-53, 
coincidence upon ID matching) thereby to permit the operation of 
said operation equipment as well as to make said permission 
information stored in said nonvolatile memory, when the 
collation result of said first and second ID codes indicates 
coincidence there-between . 

But Konno is silent on an operation-equipment limiting part 
disposed at a vehicle for limiting the operation of operation 
equipment for said vehicle through external operation (Fig. 1, 
portable transmitter 12) and said operation-equipment operation 
determining part permits the operation of said engine by using 
said permission information in said nonvolatile memory, when 
said engine is restarted in a predetermined time after 
generation of said permission information. 

However, Yoshizawa teaches, in the art of remote control 
system, an operation-equipment limiting part (34) disposed at a 
vehicle for limiting the operation of operation equipment (door 
locks) for said vehicle through external operation (transmitter 
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40) . 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person skilled 
in the art at the time the invention was made to include an 
operation-equipment limiting part disposed at a vehicle for 
limiting the operation of operation equipment for said vehicle 
through external operation in the device of Konno as suggested 
by Yoshizawa because such separate operation provides specific 
or individual control of door locks and engine control without 
unnecessary action of other elements/devices. 

Likewise, Carlo teaches, in the art of remote control 
system, said operation-equipment operation determining part 
permits the operation of said engine by using said permission 
information in said nonvolatile memory, when said engine is 
restarted in a predetermined time after generation of said 
permission information (col.l, lines 49-56, restart the engine 
within predetermined time without permission information) for 
the purpose of providing quick engine start. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person skilled 
in the art at the time the invention was made to include said 
operation-equipment operation determining part permits the 
operation of said engine by using said permission information in 
said nonvolatile memory, when said engine is restarted in a 
predetermined time after generation of said permission 
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information in the device of Konno as suggested by Carlo because 
such restart operation provides without unnecessary re- 
collation, thus providing quick engine start. 

Konno does not expressly discloses permission information 
stored in a non-volatile memory deleted when use of the vehicle 
is stopped. However, Iijima discloses an analogous art vehicle 
anti-theft system with refers to a holding circuit similar to 
Konno to provide restart without taking time for code collation, 
but having problems such as not allowing start when the CPU 
malfunctions. See col. 1. Iijima solves this problem by using 
a non-volatile memory in the form of an EEPROM that stores a 
collation result OK flag as permission information. The flag 
allows restart without collation. The flag is reset or erased 
when the ignition switch is turned to the off position 
indicating the use of the vehicle has stopped. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have 
included in the combination the permission information stored in 
a non-volatile memory deleted when use of the vehicle is stopped 
as disclosed in Iijima to avoid problems with holding circuits 
and suggested by opening the power switch automatically when the 
vehicle is stopped of by manual operation of the transmitter 
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when the owner is leaves the vehicle to activate the antitheft 
device in col. 7. 

Regarding claim 6, Konno is silent on said first switch 
includes a key and a key cylinder for said vehicle; and said 
first ID code is sent by said key's being inserted into said key 
cylinder . 

However, Yoshizawa teaches, in the art of vehicle security 
system, said first switch includes a key and a key cylinder for 
said vehicle; and said first ID code is sent by said key ! s being 
inserted into said key cylinder (col. 3, lines 33-51, a key 10 
in the steering column key receptacle wherein ID code is 
transmitted) for the purpose of providing engine start. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person skilled in the 
art at the time the invention was made to include said first 
switch includes a key and a key cylinder for said vehicle; and 
said first ID code is sent by said key's being inserted into 
said key cylinder in the device of Konno because Konno suggests 
lock button in the transmitter and Yoshizawa teaches said first 
switch includes a key and a key cylinder for said vehicle; and 
said first ID code is sent by said key's being inserted into 
said key cylinder for the purpose of providing engine start. 

Regarding claim 11, Yoshizawa teaches said operation- 
equipment limiting part is not portable (Fig. 1, door lock, door 
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unlock, engine start, etc. are operation-equipment limiting part 
disposed at the vehicle, and not portable, like transmitter 10) . 

All limitations except a second switch adapted to be turned 
on from the outside to send a third prescribed ID code in claim 
2 are discussed above with regards to claims 1. However, 
Yoshizawa teaches, in the art of remote control system, second 
switch adapted to be turned on from the outside to send a third 
prescribed ID code (Fig. 1, lock 41 or unlock 42 button) for the 
purpose of providing specific operation. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to a person skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include second switch adapted to be turned 
on from the outside to send a third prescribed ID code in the 
device of Konno as suggested by Yoshizawa because such separate 
operation provides specific or individual control of door lock 
or unlock control without unnecessary action of other 
operations . 

Therefore rejection of the limitations expressed in claims 
2 are met by references and associated arguments applied to 
rejection of claim 1 and to rejection provided in the previous 
paragraph . 

Regarding claim 4, Yoshizawa continues, as claimed in claim 
2, to teach said first and second switches generate instruction 
information corresponding to a plurality of functions to said 
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operation-equipment operation determining part (Fig. 1, first 
switch 41 to lock a plural doors and second switch 42 to unlock 
a plural doors) . 

Regarding claim 5, Yoshizawa continues, as claimed in claim 
2, to teach said first and second switches are arranged inside a 
portable transmitter isolated from said operation-equipment 
operation determining part (Fig. 1, first switch 41 and second 
switch 42) . 

4. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Konno in view of Yoshizawa, Carlo and Iijima 
as applied above and further in view of Lipschutz (4,583,148). 

Regarding claim 3, Konno in view of Yoshizawa and Carlo is 
silent on the antitheft device for a vehicle as set forth in 
claim 2, wherein said operation-equipment limiting part 
comprises an electromagnetic locking device. 

However, Lipschutz teaches, in the art of vehicle security 
system, said operation-equipment limiting part comprises an 
electromagnetic locking device (col. 2, lines 49-69, an 
electromagnetic locking device associated with operation- 
equipment limiting part is activated when key 2 is inserted and 
correct code is received 1 0 by the actuated transmitter 9) for 
the purpose of starting the ignition process of the engine. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person skilled in the 
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art at the time the invention was made to include said 
operation-equipment limiting part comprises an electromagnetic 
locking device in the device of Konno in view of Yoshizawa and 
Carlo as suggested by Lipschutz because such operation by an 
electromagnetic locking device provides specific anti-theft 
measure of the vehicle without unnecessary action of other 
operations . 

5. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being' 
unpatentable over Konno in view of Yoshizawa, Carlo and Iijima 
as applied above and further in view of Mueller et al. 
(6,140.914) . 

Regarding claim 7, Konno in view of Yoshizawa and Carlo is 
silent on warning from vibration sensor. However, Mueller 

teaches in the art of vehicle security system, warning from 
vibration sensor (col. 9, lines 1 7-36, shock warning 250' 
associated with vibration warning) for the purpose of providing 
antitheft feature. Therefore, it would have been obvious to a 
person skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to 
include warning from vibration sensor in the device of Konno in 
view of Yoshizawa and Carlo as suggested by Mueller because such 
warning provides the vehicle the anti-theft measure. 
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6. Claims 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Konno in view of Yoshizawa, Carlo and Iijima 
as applied above and further in view of Espinosa (5,448,218). 

Regarding claims 8-10, Konno in view of Yoshizawa and Carlo 
silent on interrupting an ignition signal to limit engine 
operation, and bringing engine into stopped state and impossible 
to restart. 

However, Espinosa teaches, in the art of vehicle security 
system, interrupting a fuel supply signal to limit engine 
operation (col. 3, lines 58 to col. 4, line 16, fuel valve 
control via fuel supply signal) , and bringing engine into 
stopped state and impossible to restart (col. 4, lines 17-26, 
bringing engine in stopped state and subsequently impossible to 
restart) for the purpose of providing antitheft feature. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person skilled in the 
art at the time the invention was made to include interrupting a 
fuel supply signal to limit engine operation, and bringing 
engine into stopped state and impossible to restart in the 
device of Konno in view of Yoshizawa and Carlo as suggested by 
Espinosa because such measure of impossibility to start the 
engine provides high level of anti-theft system. 

Response to Arguments 
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7. Applicant's arguments filed 6-27-07 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Carlo lacks permitting operation of 
an engine by using permission information in a nonvolatile 
memory The argument is not persuasive because the rejection is 
based on a combination of references where Carlo permits 
operation of an engine by control circuit 80 using status held 
by timer 92 and/or 108 for a predetermined time after 
recognizing or correlating a received ID code. See col. 5 line 
37 - col. 6 line 44 and col. 7 lines 10-47 of Carlo. 
Nonvolatile memory would have been obvious in view of the 
holding means 23 for holding indication of correlation in Konno 
and/or EEPROM 35 of Yoshizawa that is nonvolatile memory 
associated with microprocessor 34 suggested by Carlo disclosing 
timer being part of a microprocessor. 

Further, the rejection applies Iijima to clearly teach 
replacing such holding circuits for restart with a non volatile 
EEPROM. See col. 1 lines 51-53 and col. 4 lines 53-62. 

CONTACT INFORMATION 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Edwin C. 
Holloway, III whose telephone number is (571) 272-3058. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 9:00 to 5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Brian Zimmerman, can be 
reached on (571) 272-3059. 
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The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 
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